This study explored patterns of consistency and change in maternal reminiscing style across conversations with different children in the same family. Twenty-three White, middle-class mothers engaged in separate memory conversations with their younger (M age = 40 months) and older (M age = 68 months) children. Mothers evidenced striking stylistic consistency. Analyses of bidirectional relations revealed that for different elements of style, mothers' use of a stylistic dimension with one of the children predicted mothers' use of the same dimension with the other child in the family, above the variance accounted for by the siblings' participation. The results address questions concerning the strategic and responsive nature of maternal reminiscing style and the similarity of environments for learning autobiographical memory skills for different children within families.
nally represented autobiographical memories and the family's creation of shared understandings of the past (Blum-Kulka & Snow, 1992; Bruner, 1985; Fisher, 1987; . The current literature on mother-child reminiscing is lacking, however, in information about whether mothers reminisce similarly or differently with different children in the same family. Examination of consistency of maternal reminiscing style across children is nonetheless important, as it bears on the provocative topics of the strategic and responsive nature of aspects of maternal language use and the similarity of the environments for learning autobiographical memory skills of different siblings within families.
Several previous studies have documented individual differences among mothers in the manner that they structure conversations about the past with young children (Engel, 1986; Fivush & Fromhoff, 1988; Hudson, 1990; McCabe & Peterson, 1991; . Some mothers, who have been called elaborative or high elaborative, engage in long, richly embellished conversations. They ask many questions and offer many details about events. In this way, highly elaborative mothers seem to approach talking about the past as a unique social activity and work to "scaffold" their children's verbal participation in a collaborative retelling. Other mothers, variously labeled repetitive or low elaborative, have short conversations during which they provide little descriptive information. In contrast to highly elaborative mothers, these mothers use a redundant, testlike mode of questioning and probe children for specific pieces of information, in the absence of many cues. In evidence of the importance of these stylistic differences for children's development, longitudinal research indicates that a highly elaborative maternal style facilitates children's changing abilities to construct collaborative and un scaffolded recounts of past events (Fernandez, 1997; Hudson, 1990; McCabe & Peterson, 1991; .
It is interesting that individual mothers are consistent in their reminiscing style with the same child over time (e.g., McCabe & Peterson, 1991; . Reese et al., in particular, assessed mother-child reminiscing from a time when children 99 HADEN first begin fully participating in conversations about the past, at 40 months of age (e.g., Eisenberg, 1985) , until a point when children become reasonably competent independent narrators, at 70 months of age (e.g., Hudson & Shapiro, 1991; Peterson & McCabe, 1983) . In multiple assessments over this 2-year-6-month period, mothers increased their use of elaborations and decreased their use of repetitions. The children also showed expected increases in their memory responding. Yet, mothers' use of elaborations and repetitions reflected consistency over time. Mothers' elaborations at the early time points significantly correlated with their elaborations at the later time points, and mothers' early use of repetitions correlated with their later use of this same utterance type. Still, it is also the case that mothers using a high-elaborative style in talking about the past appear no more or less likely to be highly elaborative when talking with their child during free play . Thus, maternal reminiscing style may be a context-specific expression of mothers' views of the function and the value of talking about the past with children (see Fivush et al., 1996 , for related arguments).
To support this argument, however, it is critical to know whether mothers also adopt a consistent style when talking about the past with different conversational partners. In this way, the present investigation was designed to further examine to what extent the language styles mothers adopt in talking about the past may reflect consistent, generalized strategies that mothers use in a reminiscing context. In this study, mothers engaged in conversations about the past with two different-age children growing up in the same family. The participating families each had 1 "younger" child who was approximately 40 months old and 1 "older" child who was approximately 70 months old. Thus, the siblings were within the age range across which found consistency of maternal style with the same child. The first issue examined was that of whether mothers would exhibit consistency in their use of different stylistic dimensions (e.g., elaborations, repetitions) across past-event conversations with their different-age children.
A subset of previous research on parental differential treatment of children raised in the same family has included analyses of the consistency of maternal behaviors across siblings. For instance, J. E. J. E. Dunn, Plomin, & Daniels, 1986; J. E. Dunn, Plomin, & Nettles, 1985) rated mothers' verbal responsiveness in similar situations with their two children, when each child was 12, 24, and 36 months old. High correlations were found across siblings at equivalent ages, which is particularly striking given the average time between observations of mothers' behaviors with their two children of 35 months. With different-age siblings as well, research indicates marked consistency toward older and younger siblings in mothers' time spent in social, affectionate, and caretaking interactions (Jacobs & Moss, 1976) , mothers' play behaviors (J. E. Dunn & Kendrick, 1982) , and mothers' positive (e.g., prosocial) and negative (e.g., commands, threats, and punishment) behaviors (Abramovitch, Pepler, & Corter, 1982) . Thus, despite evidence of average differences in maternal treatment of younger and older children in the same family (e.g., Abramovitch et al., 1982; Bryant & Crockenberg, 1980; J. E. Dunn & Plomin, 1986; Jacobs & Moss, 1976) . extant data suggest that individual mothers are quite consistent on a variety of interactional dimensions across children, regardless of whether the siblings are the same or different ages.
Of course, in examining the stability of individual maternal style, serious consideration must be given to the fact that reminiscing is a collaborative activity. Patterns of maternal stylistic consistency may be strongly influenced by similarities and differences between the siblings in their competencies and behaviors. Evidence from a small number of studies quite clearly indicates concurrent and longitudinal bidirectionality of influence between maternal style and children's contributions during conversations about the past (e.g., McCabe & Peterson, 1991; . The more elaborative mothers are, the more children remember within memory conversations. Moreover, by the end of the preschool period, it is no longer simply the case that maternal elaborativeness facilitates children's memory responding. Rather, as they become more competent partners in these conversations, children's skills for remembering influence maternal style as well. Thus, a second issue explored in this study was how patterns of maternal stylistic consistency in talking about the past might be linked to the younger and older siblings' abilities to participate in these conversations.
Of particular interest, evidence from the language learning literature suggests child-driven influences on at least some elements of maternal style. Smolak and Weinraub (1983) observed mothers during play with their own 2-year-old child and also with an unfamiliar 2-year-old. In varying the language level as well as the familiarity of the child being addressed, the researchers found that some dimensions of mothers' language use were quite consistent, regardless of the particular characteristics of the child (e.g., amount of speech produced, partial repetitions, and statements reporting on the child and eliciting the child's attention). However, other dimensions of maternal style that are most dependent on the child's preceding comments (e.g., response to child-expressive statements and number of questions asked) seemed flexible and responsive to the child's conversational skills. On the basis of empirical and theoretical grounds, then, it is important to consider in what ways the siblings' participation in the memory conversations may be related to the patterns of maternal stylistic consistency and change found. The present study provides a unique opportunity to explore the role that siblings play in creating similar or different environments for their learning of autobiographical memory skills.
In the present study, mothers reminisced with each of their two children separately, engaging in past event conversations twice with each child. The two conversations with the same child were separated by a 4-week gap. Previous research indicates that over short periods of time, individual mothers do indeed demonstrate stable conversational styles with their same child. (Hudson, 1990; see also Olsen-Fulero, 1982) . Thus, it was expected that regardless of the patterns of consistency found across children, mothers' use of various style dimensions directed toward the same child would be reliable over the 4-week period. In addition, maternal stylistic consistency was also considered in light of the past events discussed. Specifically, mothers talked about some "same'' events with both children and some ' 'different" events with only one of the siblings. Content and style are often linked; here, the question addressed was whether mothers appeared more or less consistent in the ways that they structure discussions of the same compared with the different events with their two children.
Thus, the major objective of the study was to examine patterns of maternal stylistic consistency and change across past-event conversations with different children growing up in the same family. Mothers might appear consistent on different stylistic dimensions (e.g., elaborations, repetitions) with the same child over time but, relative to other mothers, change on these dimensions across conversations with their two children. Alternatively, all mothers might significantly increase their level of elaborativeness and decrease their level of repetitiveness in relation to the younger and older children's memory abilities and yet show consistent individual differences across children. Finally, it is also possible that patterns of consistency and change would differ for different dimensions of style, with some dimensions appearing strategic and some responsive to the children's abilities. The second major aim of the study was to fully explore these options and to determine to what extent maternal stylistic consistency is dependent on the children's contributions to the memory conversations.
Method

Participants
Twenty-four mothers with 1 child approximately 70 months old and I child approximately 40 months old were recruited through county birth records and local newspaper advertisements (half from each source) to participate in four in-home sessions. All were White, middle-class, twoparent families in which the mothers were the primary caregivers. Individual differences in parental styles have been linked to the gender of the child conversed with, such that mothers and fathers are more elaborative with girls than with boys . Rather than exploring these differences within families, this study assessed maternal stylistic consistency and change in families with same gender target children. Thus, half of the families recruited had two girls, and half had two boys.
One of the 24 families was subsequently excluded from the main analyses.
1 Because of scheduling difficulties, the third and fourth sessions with this family occurred 2 months apart instead of the several days apart dictated by the study design. Statistical diagnostics (e.g., histograms and residual plots) conducted prior to the main analyses revealed that this family consistently appeared as the only univariate and multivariate outlier. Thus, the sample size for the analyses was 23, II mothers with 2 target girls and 12 mothers with 2 target boys. The older siblings were, on average, 68 months old (range = 62.5-73 months), and the younger siblings were, on average, 40 months old (range = 35-46 months). The age differences between target siblings in a family ranged from 20 to 36 months (M = 28 months). For 17 of the 23 families (74%), the target children were the firstborns and the sccond-borns in the family, and, in all but one family, the target children were consecutive births.
2 Eighteen of the mothers held college degrees. Five mothers also had undertaken some graduate work, with one completing an advanced degree. Four mothers had attended some college or held a 2-year degree; 1 mother was a high school graduate. Fifteen mothers did not hold jobs outside the home; 5 reported working between 8 and 20 hr per week, 2 worked 40 hr per week, and 1 worked 30 hr per week.
Procedure
Mothers and siblings were visited four times in their homes by one of two female researchers. One researcher visited 16 families (8 with girls, 8 with boys), and the other researcher visited 7 families (3 with girls, 4 with boys). Across the four sessions, mothers talked with each of the target siblings separately, engaging in past-event conversations twice with each child. The first and second sessions involved the mothers' initial memory interview with each child (Interview 1). Sessions 1 and 2 were scheduled on nonconsecutive days but within a few days of each other (M = 7.57 days, range = 4-15). The order in which the mothers talked with their older and with their younger children, at either Session 1 or 2, was counterbalanced across families. The reverse interview order for each family was used in scheduling the third and the fourth sessions, during which mothers engaged in the second memory interview with each child (Interview 2). Session 3 was scheduled approximately 4 weeks after Session 2 (M = 32 days, range = 21-48). This delay between interviews provided information about the short-term stability of variability in the mothers' and the siblings' conversational behaviors. Sessions 3 and 4 also took place on nonconsecutive days but within a few days of each other (M = 7.57 days, range = 5-14).
Event Selection
A researcher-guided event selection process, adapted from , was used to constrain the number and the types of events that the mothers and children discussed. This procedure also allowed the researchers to select some "same" events that the mothers talked about with both siblings and some ' 'different'' events that were discussed with only one child.
At Session 1, out of hearing range of the siblings, the researcher asked that each mother nominate a minimum of six past events to talk about with her children at Sessions 1 and 2. The events selected were special, one-time or infrequent, family occurrences that the mother and both her older and her younger children experienced together within the past year. At the beginning of Session 3, each mother nominated additional events to supplement those previously named but not discussed in Sessions 1 and 2, for a total of six events to be discussed at Sessions 3 and 4. Mothers had little difficulty naming events meeting the set criteria, with the majority of mothers naming more than the six events required for each interview period.
From the event list generated by each mother, the researcher randomly selected four events for the mother-sibling memory conversation at Session I. Prior to Session 2, the researcher randomly selected two of the four events discussed at Session 1 for each mother to talk about also with the target sibling who had not participated in Session 1 (e.g., 1 Three additional families were visited for at least one interview with each child but were not included in these analyses. The decision to exclude these families was made to maintain the homogeneity of the sample. Two families were African American. Little research has explored narrative styles in African American populations (e.g., Labov, 1982; Williams, 1991) , and it is not clear how culture might interact with reminiscing style. The third family was excluded because unlike the rest of the sample, the primary caregiver for these children was the father rather than the mother.
2 For the families with target girls, nine had firstborn older and secondborn younger siblings, one had a firstborn older and a third-born younger sibling, and one had a second-born older and a third-bom younger sibling. For families with target boys, eight had firstborn older and secondborn younger siblings, one had a firstborn older and a third-born younger sibling, two had a second-born older and a third-born younger sibling, and one had a third-born older and a fourth-born younger sibling. Overall, eight of the families had more than the 2 children participating in the study, two of these with all girls and two with all boys. Initial comparisons indicated no differences between families with firstborn older and second-born younger children and families with children not of this same birth order.
' 'same'' events). The researcher also randomly selected two L 'different'' events from the event list that were not discussed with the sibling who was participating in Session 1. At Session 2, each mother talked with her child about these two same and two different events in a random order determined by the researcher. Thus, at Interview 1, there were two same events that each mother discussed with both of her children, two different events discussed only with the older child, and two different events discussed only with the younger child. Using diis same procedure, the researcher selected same and different events for Sessions 3 and 4. Each of the siblings discussed the selected events only once with their mother. At the start of each memory interview, mothers received an index card listing the selected events in the order in which they were to be discussed.
The Appendix displays the categories of events mothers discussed with their younger and older children by event type (same, different). As shown in the Appendix, there was quite a bit of variability in the events that families discussed. Excursions and holidays were among the most frequent events nominated for recall. Exhibitions, such as going to zoos or museums, recreational activities, and trips to amusement parks were also frequently discussed. Other events included particular family occasions, entertainment outings, and health-related experiences. It was important that the kinds of events discussed were similar across same and different events. Moreover, there was no significant difference in time since the events occurred between the different events discussed with the older siblings (M = 2.90 months) and the different events discussed with the younger siblings (M ~ 2.49 months, p = .47); also, there was no difference in the time since the occurrence of the same (M -3.15 months) versus the different events (collapsed across sibling; M = 1.11 months, p = .29). Thus, there appeared to be no systematic differences in the kinds of events selected for discussion with only one or with both siblings.
Mother-Sibling Memory Conversation
At the beginning of each mother-sibling memory conversation at each session, the researcher instructed the mother to elicit her child's memory of the selected events as she normally would talk about the past with her child. The researcher then left the mother and child alone with a tape recorder audiotaping the memory conversation. The researchers imposed no restrictions on the length of the conversations; the mothers indicated to the researchers when the conversations were completed. At Sessions 1 and 2, while 1 sibling participated in the mother-sibling memory conversation, the researcher administered the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test-Revised (PPVT-R, Form L; L. M. Dunn & Dunn, 1981) to the other sibling. After the mother-sibling memory conversation at each session, mothers dated (month, year) each event discussed. At the end of Session 4, demographic information was also obtained from each mother.
Coding of the Memory Conversations
All of the mothers' and the siblings' comments during the memory conversations were transcribed verbatim from the audiotapes. Then, two coders marked the beginning and the ending of the discussion of each event. Some mothers chose to ask about more than four events, and some children did not recall any memory information about selected events. Therefore, as in previous research (e.g., , the decision was made to include in the analyses only the first four unique events for which the child provided at least two new pieces of memory information. Codes were adapted and extended from schemes described by and Fivush and Fromhoff (1988) . Maternal and child coding categories were mutually exclusive and exhaustive. For all questions and informational statements (e.g.. mothers' memory questions, yes-no questions, and contextual statements, and children's memory elaborations and memory placeholders; all defined below), a new stated or implied subject or verb marked a new prepositional unit. For example, "We ran and ran." was one proposition, whereas "We ran and walked." were two; "Jane ran." was one proposition, and "Jane ran and Daddy ran." were two. Notably, an important feature of this proposition coding system was that it in some ways minimized the effects of language differences between the older and the younger siblings. Specifically, in this scheme, a typical utterance by a 3-year-old, "The bunnies hopped." was coded as one proposition as was the more embellished utterance by a child who was 5 years 6 months old, "The bunnies hopped in the big pen." Maternal evaluations and children's yes-no responses were coded by instance.
Maternal Comment Types
Memory questions. The memory questions were classified as either (a) elaborations; any question asking the child to provide a new piece of memory information about an event, including all wh-questions (e.g., "Who was there?" "What did we do?" "Where did we go?") or (b) repetitions: any open-ended question repeating the exact content or gist of information provided in a previous statement or question (e.g., Mother asks, "Who was there?" and in her next conversational turn repeats, ' 'Do you remember who was there?'').
Yes-no questions. The yes-no questions were classified as either (a) elaborations: any question requiring the child simply to confirm or to deny a new piece of memory information provided by the mother (e.g., "Did you eat popcorn at the movies?") or (b) repetitions: any question that asks the child to confirm or to deny the same information (exact content or gist) as given in a previous comment (e.g., Mother asks, ' 'Was it hot in there?'' and in her next conversational turn repeats, "Was it hot?"). Tag questions (e.g., "That was fun, wasn't it?") and forced choice questions (e.g., "Were lots of people there, or not so many?"-coded as two yes-no question elaborations) were included as yes-no questions because they also placed minimal demand on the child to provide memory information verbally.
Contextual statements. The contextual statements were classified as either (a) elaborations: any statement that provides the child with new information about the event but does not call for a response (e.g., "Memaw and Grandad came over, and Daddy cooked hamburgers out on the grill."-coded as two contextual statement elaborations) or (b) repetitions: any maternal statement repeating the exact content or gist of a previous comment (e.g., Mother asks, "We had fun, didn't we?" and in her next turn repeats, "We had fun."). Both contextual statement elaborations and contextual statement repetitions make no explicit demands on the children's memory participation.
Evaluations. Evaluations were classified as either confirmations or negations in response to the child's previous utterance, often including repetition of the child's previous comments along with "right," "yes," or "no." The coding unit was the instance of occurrence. Within a conversational turn, mothers could receive one evaluation for affirming or negating their child's comment and another for repeating their child's % With these criteria, at Interview 1, 4 mother-younger sibling dyads had fewer than four events (3 dyads with one same and two different events, 1 dyad with only two same events), and 1 mother-older sibling dyad had three (one same and two different) events. At Interview 2, 6 mother-younger sibling dyads had fewer than four events (2 dyads with one same and two different events, 1 dyad with two same and one different event, 1 dyad with one same and one different event, 1 dyad with two different events, and 1 dyad with only one different event). At Interview 2, 6 mother-older sibling dyads had fewer than four events (3 dyads with two same and one different event, 2 dyads with one same and two different events, and 1 dyad with only two same events). comment in an evaluative context. For example, when asked what she did at her relatives' house, the child responds, "play" to which her mother says, "That's right, you played."; the mother's response was coded as two evaluations because the mother included both evaluative types. 4 
Child Comment Types
Memory elaborations. In memory elaborations, children provide new information about the past event under discussion (e.g., Mother asks, "What did you see there?" and child responds, "lions").
Memory placeholders. In memory placeholders, children repeat their own or their mother's previous comment (e.g., child says, '"There was a huge, huge, thing, a big, big, huge, huge, what there was a huge frog." and, in next turn, child repeats, 'There was a big huge frog.") or take a legitimate turn without adding any new memory information (e.g., "I don't know."). Both types of memory placeholders reflect children's continued participation in the memory conversation while contributing no new information. Two or more of the same type of memory placeholders (e.g., "I don't know. "Vbu tell me.") in a single turn were counted as a single memory placeholder.
Yes-no responses. Yes-no responses confirmed or negated the mother's previous comment (e.g., "yes," "yeah," "na-huh"). Yes-no responses were coded by instance in the same manner as described for maternal evaluations.
In addition, several other proposition-based codes were used to describe the mothers' and the siblings' commentary: associative (relatedevent) talk, metamemory talk (about the process of remembering), clarification questions, off-topic comments, unclassifiable comments, and children's memory questions. These types of comments either occurred very infrequently or, for associative and off-topic talk, were not about the past event under discussion; therefore, these codes were not included in the main analyses.
Two raters independently coded 25% of the mother-younger sibling and 25% of the mother-older sibling conversations at each interview. For the mother-younger sibling conversations, the average agreement was 92% (Cohen's K = .90) for the maternal codes and 94% (K = .94) for the child codes. For the mother-older sibling conversations, the average agreement was 94% (K = .94) for the maternal codes and 95% (K = .94) for the child codes.
After completion of the coding, mean frequencies of occurrence of each code per event were computed (e.g., . Means per event rather than totals were used for two reasons. First, as mentioned previously, several dyads talked about different numbers of codable events. Second, it is important to generalize the findings across events. Several measures of conversational length were also computed for each sibling and for each mother with each sibling. The total number of comments per event provided a measure of the number of propositions produced by each interactant and was calculated as the sum of the coded comments, including those codes not used in the main analyses (e.g., associative talk, metamemory talk, off-topic talk, etc.). In addition, counts were made of the mothers' and the children's total number of turns per event and mean length of turn (MLT) in words per event.
Results
The first question considered in the analyses concerned the styles that mothers demonstrated in their talk about the past with their different-age children. Then, the central issue of the patterns of maternal stylistic consistency and sibling similarity evident across the memory conversations was addressed. Because these memory conversations are inherently interactional, it is not surprising that the mothers' and the siblings' withinconversation commentary appeared highly interrelated. Thus, further analyses focused on the issue of bidirectional influences operating between mothers and children to produce patterns of maternal stylistic consistency and sibling similarity. All analyses of the mothers' and children's commentary were based on mean frequencies per event, with the exception of analyses of mothers' and children's contingent responding, which involved conditionalized probabilities. Frequencies are viewed as more informative than proportions in the case of memory talk because supplying many open-ended memory question elaborations, for example, may be more effective in getting the child to respond than asking few of these types of questions. Indeed, researchers studying mother-child reminiscing have argued that the sheer number of requests for and statements of memory information is an important aspect of individual maternal style (McCabe & Peterson, 1991; .
Identifying Stylistic Dimensions
Initially, cluster analyses were conducted to identify a number of maternal stylistic dimensions that consisted of specific comment types that varied together in use. It is important that many previous studies have dichotomized mothers into one of two stylistic groups (e.g., high elaborative vs. low elaborative-repetitive), but there is general agreement that reminiscing styles can also be conceived of as a continuum, with ail mothers tending to be somewhat elaborative and repetitive. In this way, stylistic differences indicate that individual mothers differ in the degree to which they demonstrate various dimensions of style. The cluster analyses provided information on which of the maternal comment types could be combined to form particular stylistic dimensions. Each mother then received a score for each dimension identified that indexed the degree to which she demonstrated each element of style.
Two separate agglomerative hierarchical cluster analyses (Anderberg, 1973; Norusis, 1988) were conducted, one for the mothers' comment types addressed to each sibling. To maximize the amount of talk on which these analyses were based, the data combined across Interviews 1 and 2 were used. The correlations among the maternal comment types with each sibling served as the measures of similarity in conjunction with the averageHnkage-between-groups method for deciding which variables or variable clusterings should be combined at each step in the analyses (Norusis, 1988) . At the first step in each analysis, the comment types were considered as separate clusters. At the second step, the two comment types that were most strongly 4 Confirmations and negations were coded separately for mothers and siblings and later collapsed on the basis of conceptual relatedness. Preliminary inspection of the means indicated that for both mothers and siblings, negations were rare (accounting for less than 2% of the mothers' comments and less than 3% of the siblings 1 comments). It is also important to note that the evaluation/yes-no response code for the mothers and the children provides only a conservative estimate of the occurrence of evaluative behaviors in these conversations. Nonverbal confirmations and negations (e.g., head nods and shakes) were coded only when explicitly commented on by one of the interactants (e.g., Mother says. "Did I go with you? [pause] ^bu're nodding your head 'yes.' "-child received one yes-no response). intercorrelated were grouped together. At the third and successive steps, either another comment type was joined to an existing cluster or two additional comment types were merged to create a new cluster. At the last step in the analyses, all variables and clusters were grouped together as one cluster. Only mothers' elaborations and repetitions in the form of memory questions, yes-no questions, and contextual statements were included in the cluster analyses. Evaluations were classified separately into what was named the "evaluative" stylistic dimension, which was characterized by mothers' comments that explicitly encouraged and reinforced the children's participation. This was done to test the notion that individual differences might appear variable across children for comments that evaluate and, thereby, are uniquely tied to the children's preceding contributions (e.g., Smolak & Weinraub, 1983) .
Figure 1 displays in the form of tree structure diagrams the results of the cluster analyses for mothers' comments with the younger siblings (top) and for mothers' comments with the older siblings (bottom). The nodes in the dendrograms correspond to points at which comment types could be viewed as joining together in clusters, such as that formed by the first two variables in each cluster solution-namely, contextual statement elaborations and contextual statement repetitions. The closer the proximity value of the joined comments to 1.0, the higher the correlation between the comments. For example, proximity values for contextual statement elaborations and contextual statement repetitions in the range of .80 and above indicate high correlations between these two comment types. This first stylistic dimension was thus descriptively labeled "declarative,'' representing mothers' statements and assertions that made "no demand" on the children's abilities to recall.
Further inspection of Figure 1 also reveals that in both cluster analyses, yes-no question elaborations and memory question repetitions were grouped together. Yes-no question repetitions were used very infrequently with older siblings (M per event = 0.85 compared to 1.79 with the younger siblings, F[1, 22] = 15.82, p < .001) and, for this reason, were not included in the cluster analysis of maternal comments with the older children. However, in the cluster analysis based on comments with the younger siblings, yes-no question repetitions were linked with yes-no question elaborations and memory question repetitions. Grouped together in this way, yes-no question elaborations, memory question repetitions, and yes-no question repetitions constituted a "low-level and repetitive" style dimension, characterized by mothers' use of various minimal-demand and redundant questions.
Finally, a clear difference was revealed between the two cluster analyses for how mothers' memory question elaborations were grouped. In the cluster analysis for mothers' comments with the younger siblings, memory question elaborations alone formed one distinct cluster in all but the final steps of the agglomeration. But, for mothers' comments with the older siblings, memory question elaborations clustered with yes-no question elaborations at an early step in the analysis. This difference in the cluster solutions across analyses reflects the fact that the magnitudes of the correlations among memory question elaborations and the other memory comment types differed for mothers' comments addressed to the younger compared with the older siblings. In choosing, then, a clustering solution for memory question elaborations, the decision was made to identify these comments as a separate stylistic dimension of the mothers' talk with each child.
5 This choice was justified on conceptual grounds, as memory question elaborations are distinguished from other maternal comments in placing high demands on the children to themselves provide new unique pieces of memory information. This stylistic dimension was descriptively labeled "high-level elaborative."
Correlations were computed among the high-level elaborative, low-level and repetitive, declarative, and evaluative dimensions to further determine the relation between the resulting stylistic dimensions. Table 1 displays these results for the mothers' styles with the younger (top) and older (bottom) children. Inspection of correlations indicates interrelationships between the style dimensions with both children. A mother's position relative to other mothers on one dimension was related to her position on another dimension. Yet, examination of the magnitudes of the correlations reveals lower (but still statistically significant) r values among the three cluster-based stylistic dimensions (e.g., rs -.41-.61, across children between the declarative and the low-level and repetitive dimension and between the declarative and the high-level elaborative dimension) compared with the correlations among the comment types composing these dimensions (e.g., r = .81 with the older children and r = .85 for the younger children between mothers' contextual statement elaborations and contextual statement repetitions to form the declarative dimension, see Figure 1 ). The evaluative dimension also appears related to the others, such that with both children, mothers who are providing many evaluations are also asking many high-level elaborative questions and providing many declarative statements. Overall, then, it seems appropriate to think of these stylistic dimensions as distinguishable but not unrelated.
As described earlier, mothers talked with each child twice. with Interviews 1 and 2 separated by a 4-week time gap. To compare patterns of maternal stylistic consistency across siblings, it seemed important to establish the reliability of maternal and child conversational behaviors with the same partner over this short delay. As indicated by the correlational results presented in Table 2 , the variability evident in an individual mother's use of all four style dimensions was reliable across interviews with the same child. Further, as shown in the lower portion of the table, variability in the older and younger siblings' memory participation was also very reliable across the two interviews with their mothers.
Effects of Age of Child on Maternal Style and Sibling Memory Participation
The mean frequencies of talk per event for each maternal stylistic dimension and child comment type as a function of the sibling addressed (younger or older) are shown in Table 3 . Preliminary 2 (sibling) X 2 (sibling gender) X 2 (interview) analyses of variance (ANOV\s) were conducted on the mean frequencies of mothers' and children's use of each style dimension or comment type. These analyses revealed no significant effects for gender (ps > .32), and therefore this variable was dropped from further analyses. Mothers and children produced more of each style dimension or comment type at Interview 1 ** p < .05. ***/? < .01. **** p < .001. 5 In choosing how to combine the maternal comment types into stylistic dimensions, an alternative strategy would have been to select the cluster solution for maternal comments with 1 child and apply this solution to create stylistic dimensions from mothers' comments with both children. Or one could create elaborative and repetitive stylistic dimensions that combine different comments based on the different solutions found for mothers comments with the older and the younger siblings. For example, an elaborative dimension could have been defined as memory question elaborations for comments with the younger children but as memory question elaborations and yes-no question elaborations for comments with the older children. Different alternatives present different advantages and problems. However, it is important to point out that the main analyses revealed the same pattern of results as reported in this article, regardless of which of these strategies for selecting variable clusterings was adopted. Note. The total comments sum across all coding categories, including those not used in the analyses (e.g., associative talk, metamemory talk, clarification questions, off-topic comments).
than at Interview 2 (ps = .05-.10), but, because interview did not interact with any other variable (ps s .20), it was not considered further. As depicted in the top portion of Table 3 , there was some evidence of mothers adjusting the frequency of their use of the different style dimensions with their younger and their older children. A multivariate analyses of variance (MANOVA) was performed with the child addressed (older sibling or younger sibling) as the repeated measure and treating the four stylistic dimensions (high-level elaborative, low-level and repetitive, declarative, evaluative) as the dependent variables. A significant effect of addressee was found, F(4, 19) = 8.63, p < .001, with mothers using the low-level and repetitive style dimension more in structuring talk with their younger compared with their older children (p < .01, with Bonferroni correction). In addition, the top portion of Table 3 displays descriptive information about the length of the mothers' side of the conversations. As seen in the table, a series of one-way ANOVAs revealed that the mothers produced a greater total number of comments per event, F(l, 22) = 19.11, p < .001, and a greater total number of conversational turns per event, F(l, 22) = 38.47, p < .001, with their younger compared with the older children, although the average number of words mothers used per turn did not differ with the two children (p = .60).
Inspection of the lower portion of Table 3 also reveals that the older and younger siblings differed from each other in their contribution of memory elaborations, memory placeholders, and yes-no responses. 1b determine the significant differences between siblings, a MANOVA was conducted, treating the three measures of the children's talk as the dependent variables. The multivariate effect was significant, F( 3, 20) = 13.24,/?< .001. Older siblings provided more memory elaborations than did the younger children (p < .01, Bonferroni correction applied to all comparisons). The younger siblings clearly were engaged in these conversations, however, providing more memory placeholders (p < .01) and yes-no responses (p < .01) than did the older siblings. Related to this, separate analyses of the length of the siblings' side of the conversations revealed that in comparison to the older siblings, the younger siblings actually commented more overall, F(\, 22) = 4.50, p < .05, and produced a greater total number of conversational turns per event, F(l, 22) = 13.38, p < .001. The older siblings, however, produced a greater number words per turn, F( 1, 22) -5.86, p < .05.
Patterns of Consistency Across Siblings
Maternal Style
The issue of patterns of individual maternal stylistic consistency across siblings was addressed by correlating mothers' use of each style dimension with the younger child with their use of the same style dimension with the older child. As indicated in the top portion of Table 4 , mothers were strikingly consistent across their two children. For the same and different events combined (see Column 1), significant positive correlations were found for three of the four stylistic dimensions. Results for the evaluative dimension clearly indicated flexibility on this element of maternal style across children. Yet, mothers appeared quite consistent in their use of dimensions of style directly pertaining to memory conversations-memory-based questions and statements.
Moreover, maternal consistency does not appear related to either the age differences or the vocabulary differences between the siblings. Recall that the age differences between the siblings ranged from 20 to 36 months (M = 28 months). The difference between the siblings in their vocabulary was determined by their standard scores on the PPVT-R (M difference = 2.87, range = 26-49). There were no statistically significant correlations between the difference in mothers' use of each stylistic dimension with their two children and the age gap or vocabulary differences between the siblings (ps > .25). In addition, because the time between conversations with the older and the younger children ranged between 4 and 15 days, it seemed possible that mothers who appeared most consistent might have had conversations with their two children that were more closely spaced in time than were other families. However, the difference scores computed for the time in days between conversations with the older and the younger siblings was not significantly correlated with differences in mothers' use of each stylistic dimension with the two children (ps > .36). Another question of interest was whether mothers might appear most consistent in their reminiscing styles when talking with their two children about the same versus the different events. Inspection of the correlations shown in the last two columns of the top portion of Table 4 suggests that mothers were more consistent in using the low-level and repetitive stylistic dimension when discussing different compared with the same events across children. Moreover, mothers appeared somewhat more consistent in their use of the high-level elaborative stylistic dimension when asking their children to remember the same compared with different events. Tests of the differences between correlations did not achieve conventional levels of statistical significance (p = .09 for low-level and repetitive dimension, all others ps > .25). Nevertheless, because these statistical tests are not particularly powerful, the lack of differences should be interpreted cautiously.
Children's Commentary
To what degree are children growing up in the same family similar in their memory responding? The lower portion of Table  4 displays the correlations comparing younger siblings' uses of each comment type with the older siblings' uses of the corresponding comment type. As shown in the table, for the same and different events combined (see Column 1), older children who were providing many memory elaborations have younger siblings who are also providing many memory elaborations, relative to their age-mates. Significant correlations were also found when looking at the combined-event data for siblings' memory placeholders and yes-no responses. In addition, difference scores computed to capture the degree of similarity on each comment type showed no statistically reliable relations to the age gap between the siblings (ps > .67). Although there was a tendency for siblings with more similar PPVT-R standard scores to be less similar in their evaluative comments (r = -.37,/? -.08), correlations between differences in the siblings' memory elaborations and memory placeholders were not significantly related to differences in their PPVT-R scores (ps > .20). From these analyses, then, it appears that, independent of their closeness in age or similarities in their vocabulary levels, siblings growing up in the same family have very similar levels of skills for participating in these memory conversations.
However, when these correlations across siblings are computed separately for events that mothers either discussed with both children (see Table 4 , Column 2) or discussed with only one child (Column 3), the pattern for children's memory responding, but not yes-no responding, is noticeably different.
There was virtually no relation between the younger and the older siblings on their provision of new memory information in the form of memory elaborations for the events that the mothers discussed with only one of the children, and this correlation was statistically lower than the relation found when the children were discussing the same events with their mothers (z = 2.59, p < .01). There also appears to be a tendency for siblings to be more similar in their provision of memory placeholders when discussing the same compared with different events, although this difference between the correlations was not statistically significant (p = .25). In contrast, for both the same and the different event conversations, the siblings were similar in their yes-no responses (p = .40). Overall, the younger and older siblings appeared most similar in their levels of memory responding when discussing events that mothers talked about with both children than when discussing events that mothers talked about with only one child. Indeed, the highest degree of similarity evidenced by the siblings (r -.70) was for provision of memory elaborations when discussing the same events.
Relations Between Maternal Stylistic Consistency and Sibling Similarity
In interpreting the consistency analyses, it is important to consider the interactional nature of these memory conversations. The within-conversation correlations between the maternal stylistic dimensions and the siblings' commentary, shown in Table  5 , attest to the interrelatedness of the discourse. For example, mothers who asked many high-level elaborative questions had children who were providing many new pieces of memory information in the form of memory elaborations. Moreover, as the consistency analyses reveal, mothers appeared somewhat more consistent in their use of a high-level elaborative questioning style, and the siblings appeared more similar in their provision of memory elaborations during the same compared with the different event discussions. To what extent is maternal stylistic consistency a function of the siblings' participation in these conversations? The consistency analyses by event further indicate that mothers tended to be more consistent in using the low- .48** 67**** .63**** 60**** level and repetitive stylistic dimension across children during the different compared with the same event discussions. But, siblings were not reliably similar in their memory responding when discussing different events with their mothers. Thus, these patterns begin to suggest that maternal consistency is not simply related to similarities between the siblings. The next step in the analysis was to focus directly on the issue of bidirectional relations between maternal stylistic consistency and sibling similarity. Two sets of possible relations were of interest: (a) patterns of contingent responding by the mothers and the siblings within the memory conversations and (b) the relative influence of the siblings' responding and the mothers' style with one child in predicting maternal style with the other child in the family.
Influence of Contingent Responding on Maternal Styles and Siblings' Commentary
Contingency analyses (e.g., Bakeman & Gottman, 1986 ) of maternal styles and children's commentary were conducted to examine in detail relations between the mothers' and siblings' talk within the memory conversations. At one level, contingency analyses provide an additional, microanalytic assessment of maternal stylistic consistency and of sibling similarity. Specifically, the first set of contingency analyses assessed whether mothers reply similarly or differently to older and younger children's memory participation. As such, these analyses explore consistency of maternal style of replying to children's memory elaborations, memory placeholders, and yes-no responses. A second set of contingency analyses examined the siblings' replies to their mothers. Here, the question was whether younger and older siblings reply similarly or differently to the different stylistic dimensions used by the mothers. Children may be eliciting maternal consistency through similarities in their responsiveness. Or, it may be that mothers are eliciting similar participation from their children through their use of a consistent reminiscing style. At another level, then, microanalysis makes it possible to examine the bidirectional influences operating within the memory conversations.
To answer these questions, conditional probabilities were first computed for each mother for use of each of the four stylistic dimensions in reply to each siblings' memory elaborations, memory placeholders, and yes-no responses. For example, given that a child memory elaboration was provided, the top portion of Table 6 shows the average proportion of the mothers' replies that fell into each dimension. The lower portions of the table present the proportion of mothers' contingent replies that fell into each of the stylistic dimensions for children's memory placeholders (middle) and yes-no responses (bottom). 6 As indicated in Table 6 , mothers were consistent in terms of their contingent responding both when their children were and when they were not providing new memory information. Separate one-way ANOVAs were performed on each type of conditional probability, revealing no significant differences in mothers' replies to the older and to the younger siblings' memory elaborations and memory placeholders (ps > .20). However, when the children provided yes-no responses, mothers were more likely to reply with a high-level elaborative question to the older compared with the younger children, F(l, 22) -11.43, p < .001. Further, in reply to the siblings' yes-no responses, Note. Mother's clarification questions, associative comments, metamemory comments, and off-topic comments given in reply to the siblings' memory elaborations, memory placeholders, and yes-no responses were not included in these analyses, and, for this reason, the mothers' contingent replies do not add to 1.00.
mothers were more likely to reply with a low-level and repetitive question to the younger compared with the older children, F{ 1, 22) = 17.81,/? < .001. Thus, when the children provided a yesno response, mothers more often followed with high-demand questions to their older children and with low-demand and repetitive questions to their younger children. The next set of analyses examined the siblings' contingent replies to each maternal stylistic dimension. To control for differences in the siblings' overall use of memory elaborations, memory placeholders, and yes-no responses, these probabilities were based on the total number of each comment type produced by the children. That is, of the number of times that a younger child produced a memory elaboration, how often was this contribution made in reply to each stylistic dimension used by the mother? And, of the number of times that an older child produced a memory elaboration, how often was this in reply to each maternal stylistic dimension? The children's contingent replies were calculated in this same way for memory placehold-ers and for yes-no responses given in reply to each stylistic dimension. However, because the declarative and evaluative stylistic dimensions did not demand a response from the child and, in fact, only a subset of children replied to these dimensions, the analyses focused only on the siblings' contingent replies to mothers' use of the high-level elaborative and low-level and repetitive dimensions. The resulting probabilities are displayed in Table 7 .
As shown in the table, there was a clear difference between the older and the younger siblings in their replies to mothers' low-level and repetitive questions. Separate one-way ANOV\s were performed for each type of conditional probability to compare the older and the younger siblings' replies. In reply to the mothers' use of the low-level and repetitive stylistic dimension, younger siblings were more likely than older siblings to produce memory elaborations, F(\, 22) = 20.76,p < .001, and memory placeholders, F(l, 22) = 20.36, p < .001. Younger and older siblings did not appear to differ either in their memory elaboration (p = .21) or in their memory placeholder (p -.30) replies to mothers' high-level elaborative questions or in their yes-no responses given in reply to either stylistic dimension (ps > .26)/ Notably, because the conditional probabilities for these analyses were calculated on the basis of the total of each comment type produced by each child, the differences between the siblings in their memory elaboration and memory placeholder replies cannot be attributed to differences in the sheer number of these comment types produced by the older and the younger children.
Thus, the analyses clearly indicate that mothers were consistent on all four stylistic dimensions given in their replies to the older and younger siblings' memory elaborations and memory placeholders. Only following the children's yes-no responses were mothers more likely to ask higher demand questions with the older children and lower demand and repetitive questions with the younger children. Importantly, however, the patterns of contingent responding by mothers and children do not support the idea that the siblings are simply eliciting maternal consistency. If this were the case, we would expect the siblings to appear very similar in their contingent replies to the low-level and repetitive stylistic dimension, a dimension on which mothers were extremely consistent across children. But, in comparison with their older siblings, younger children are producing proportionally more memory elaborations and memory placeholders in response to mothers' low-level and repetitive questions. Overall, then, the results of the sets of contingency analyses, although only suggestive, support the interpretation that patterns of maternal consistency are not solely attributable to similarities in the responding by older and younger siblings.
Predicting Maternal Consistency
To further investigate the bidirectionality between mothers and children, hierarchical regression analyses were used to explore whether mother's use of a stylistic dimension with one child predicted their use of a stylistic dimension with the other child, after taking into account any contribution of the siblings in determining maternal style. Clearly, the consistency analyses indicate that for three of the four stylistic dimensions, maternal reminiscing with one child is highly related to maternal reminiscing with the other child in the family. But, as previously noted, the maternal stylistic dimensions and children's commentary used within the conversations were also quite intercorrelated (see Table 5 ). A hierarchical regression analysis strategy was therefore selected to address the issue of the independent contribution of mothers' use of a stylistic dimension with one child to the prediction of mothers' use of the same dimension with the other child in the family, over and above each siblings' contribution to maternal style.
Separate regression analyses were performed for each stylistic dimension on which mothers appeared consistent across children: high-level elaborative, low-level and repetitive, and declarative. In each analysis, mothers' use of each stylistic dimension with their younger child was selected as the criterion variable. Note. In addition to the siblings' replies to the declarative and the evaluative styles, their replies to mothers' clarification questions, associative comments, and off-topic comments were not included in these analyses; for this reason, the proportions shown for each type of sibling reply do not add to 1.00. 7 The contingency analyses for the mothers and the children were initially conducted with event (same or different) as a factor. The only significant effect of event found was for the children's memory placeholder replies, following the mothers' high-level elaborative questions. An interaction between sibling and event was found, such that during the same event, but not the different event discussions, older siblings were more likely to provide memory placeholder replies than were the younger siblings, F( 1, 22) = 7.79, p = .01. Notably, mothers appeared somewhat more consistent across children in their use of a high-level elaborative questioning style when discussing the same compared with different events with their children. Here again, we might have expected the siblings to appear more similar in their contingent responding to mothers' use of this dimension if maternal stylistic consistency were simply tied to the children's participation in the memory conversations.
8 Given the goal of these analyses, maternal style with the older sibling could have been chosen as the criterion variable and maternal style with the younger sibling could have been used as a predictor variable, In fact, when the analyses were run in this way, the same pattern of results as reported here emerged (these analyses can be obtained from Catherine A. Haden). The critical question was, regardless of whether maternal style with the older child or younger child served as the criterion, did the mothers' use of a style dimension with one of their children uniquely predict a significant amount of the variance in the mothers' use of the For each stylistic dimension, three sets of regression analyses were specified, one for each of the three child comments used as predictors: memory elaborations, memory placeholders, and yes-no responses. In all of the regression analyses, the younger and the older children's comments were entered before the mothers' use of a stylistic dimension with the older children to provide the strictest test of the relative influence of maternal style with the older child in predicting maternal style with the younger child. In this way, the contribution of the mothers' comments with the older children was assessed after the role of the commentary of each sibling (e.g., the memory elaborations of the younger sibling to whom the maternal talk was addressed and the memory elaborations of the older child in the family) was taken into account. The comments contributed by the younger sibling participating in the conversation were always entered first in the prediction of maternal style with that child. The older siblings' comments were entered second to test possible indirect effects of the ability of the older child in the family on maternal style with the younger child. Discussion of the results focuses on regression analyses in which the younger siblings', the older siblings', or both siblings' comments significantly contributed to the prediction of the mothers' use of a style dimension with the younger child, and whether, in these analyses, mothers' use of the same dimension with the older child independently predicted a significant portion of the variance above that predicted by the two siblings' commentary. Table 8 contains the beta weights and change in R 2 values for each variable on entry into the equation. As is shown in the table, the younger siblings,' but not the older siblings,' memory elaborations significantly predicted mothers' use of the highlevel elaborative style dimension. But, after taking the children's provision of unique memory information into account, the addition of mothers' use of the high-level elaborative dimension with the older siblings contributed uniquely to the prediction of mothers' use of the same high-demand questioning dimension with the younger siblings. With respect to the low-level and repetitive and declarative style dimensions, only mothers' use of the corresponding dimension with the older children, and not the siblings' memory elaborations, predicted significant variance in mothers' use of these dimensions with the younger children.
The younger and older siblings' provision of memory placeholders positively predicted mothers' use of both the high-level elaborative and the low-level and repetitive stylistic dimensions with the younger children. Moreover, the younger siblings,' but not the older siblings,' memory placeholders significantly predicted mothers 1 use of the declarative stylistic dimension with the younger children. Nevertheless, for each dimension, maternal style with the older sibling significantly increased the R 2 above the R 2 predicted by the children's memory placeholders. Finally, the younger siblings,' but not the older siblings, 1 yes-no responses emerged as a positive predictor of all three maternal stylistic dimensions. Again, for each dimension, the independent contribution of maternal style with the older sibling, over and above the children's contributions, was evident. Overall, then, same dimension with the other child in their family, over and above the siblings 1 contribution to maternal style? the siblings' commentary clearly contributed to the prediction of maternal style. Yet, maternal style with the older siblings significantly increased the variance explained by the siblings' comments in predicting maternal style with the younger children. As such, these results provide further evidence that maternal stylistic consistency across children is not solely dependent on the children's participation in the memory conversations. Rather, mothers' use of a stylistic dimension with one child uniquely predicted mothers' use of the same dimension with the other child in the family, over and above the siblings' contributions to maternal style.
Discussion
The data presented here indicate that mothers are remarkably consistent in the ways that they structure conversations about the past with their two different-age children growing up in the same family. Importantly, the finding that mothers exhibit consistent individual stylistic differences across older and younger children provides compelling support for the argument that maternal reminiscing styles may, at least in part, reflect stable, generalized strategies that mothers adopt in this particular interactional context. In this study, three maternal reminiscing stylistic dimensions were distinguished through cluster analysis, with mothers' scores on each dimension indicating the degree to which they demonstrated each element of style. As in previous research, mothers varied in the degree to which they were elaborative and repetitive. In particular, a high-level elaborative stylistic dimension was distinguished by the mothers' use of a range of embellished, open-ended questions, encouraging the siblings' contribution of new information to the recounts. Longitudinal research has documented the importance of early maternal elaborativeness in facilitating children's memory abilities; these elaborative questions asking for information "beyond that given" might be particularly important in promoting children's changing representational and memory competencies for engaging in this task (see Sigel, 1982; Sigel, Stinson, & Kim, 1993, for arguments related to parental use of high-demand strategies and children's development).
A second low-level and repetitive stylistic dimension was characterized by mothers' use of many yes-no and redundant questions. Most researchers have not coded mothers' yes-no questions separately from other question types (see Fivush & Fromhoff, 1988 , for an exception). But here, used in conjunction with memory question repetitions, mothers' yes-no questions constrained the children's memory in responding to specific details focused on by the mothers. In addition, a third, declarative dimension was also identified in coding mothers' elaborative and repetitive questions and statements separately. Variation among mothers on this dimension indicated differences in the extent to which they "told the story" themselves. Of further note in conceptualizing these elements of style, as was the case in the present study and in previous work (e.g., Fivush & Fromhoff, 1988; , the stylistic dimensions were interrelated and were somewhat more so during reminiscing with the older than with the younger children (see , for discussion of changes in maternal reminiscing styles across this developmental period).
Maternal stylistic consistency across siblings was evident for all three memory style dimensions, suggesting that children raised in the same family are exposed to very similar learning environments for the development of autobiographical memory skills. However, a second important objective of this study was to explore how patterns of maternal stylistic consistency and change related to the siblings' participation in these joint conversations. What role do children play in creating these environments? To begin with, stylistic consistency did not preclude quantitative changes in maternal talk in relation to children's participation in the memory conversations. Indeed, on average, all mothers used more yes-no and redundant questions with their younger than with their older children. Concomitant with this differentiation by mothers, the older siblings were recalling more unique memory information and using fewer placeholders and yes-no responses than were the younger siblings. It is not at all surprising that the older siblings were better able to contribute to these memory conversations, as children make tremendous gains in their memory and communication skills over the preschool and early school-age years. What is intriguing, however, is that despite differences in the children's ages and cognitive-linguistic abilities, there is so much consistency in mothers' reminiscing across children.
Still, as in previous research (e.g., Fivush & Fromhoff, 1988; , mothers' use of elaborative questions and evaluations with both younger and older children was positively associated with the siblings' provision of unique information about the past during these exchanges. Mothers appeared most consistent on the high-level elaborative questioning stylistic dimension, and the siblings appeared most si milar in their memory elaborations, during discussions of the same compared with the different events. Moreover, for the evaluative dimension, which was by definition responsive to the children's participation, individual differences among mothers appeared unstable (e.g., Smolak & Weinraub, 1983 ).
In these ways, then, clear mutuality of influence is expressed by mothers and children in these memory conversations. However, there are also several aspects of the data that suggest that maternal reminiscing style is not solely linked to the children's abilities to participate in the memory conversations.
First, although admittedly limited, tests of "indirect" influences of the siblings revealed that the degree of maternal stylistic consistency was not significantly related either to the age gap between the siblings or to the differences in the siblings' vocabulary skills, as assessed by the PPVT-R. More important, within conversation, contingency analyses further revealed that mothers did not respond differentially to the siblings' memory elaborations or memory placeholders (see also Fivush & Fromhoff, 1988; , for similar findings). Only following the children's yes-no responses were mothers more likely to use high-demand elaborative questions with their older children and low-demand and repetitive questions with their younger children. The siblings differed in their contingent replies to mothers' low-level and repetitive questions, and yet this stylistic dimension was one on which mothers evidenced quite marked consistency across children (r = .77). In addition, during discussion of the different events, mothers appeared quite consistent in their use of elaborative and repetitive questions and statements across children, even when there was basically no relation between the siblings in their provision of new memory information. Thus, a suggestive pattern emerges that maternal stylistic consistency is perhaps partly, but not simply, tied to whether the same or the different events were discussed with the two children or to whether the siblings did or did not appear similar in their memory responding.
Yet, the most telling evidence for the relative independence of maternal consistency from the siblings' talk comes from the regression analyses. Here, in predicting mothers' style with the younger siblings, it was clear that the child participating in the conversation contributed a great deal to mothers' use of elaborative and repetitive questions and statements in these conversations. But, even after the children's participation in the conversations was controlled for, mothers' use of a stylistic dimension with the older children independently predicted a significant amount of the variance in mothers' use of the same stylistic dimension with the younger children. In this way, maternal style appears both responsive and strategic (e.g., Smolak & Weinraub, 1983) , partly a product of the interaction between mothers and children and partly a characteristic of maternal speech in this context.
In addition, it seems that it is not merely that some mothers talk more than other mothers that accounts for stylistic consistency. Variability in maternal styles appears consistent over relatively short (Hudson, 1990 , and the present study) and long periods of time with the same child and across different children but does not appear consistent across contexts (e.g., see Golinkoff & Ames, 1979; Hoff-Ginsberg, 1991 , for related findings). Nevertheless, consistency of maternal reminiscing style across children may be mediated by other characteristics of the mothers and siblings that were not studied here. J. findings thai relative consistency of maternal verbal behavior toward siblings is related to maternal personality factors and child temperament measures seem relevant in this regard (but, see Deal, Halverson, & Wampler, 1994 , for somewhat different results). Moreover, Deal et al. have found empirical support for what they termed a "prototype effect," such that parents are most likely to repeat with a later-born child strategies that were effective with an earlier child. Thus, firstborns, in particular, may in indirect ways help mothers to form more general conceptions of children's communicative and memory skills that are perhaps based both on the child's behaviors and on the mother's own implicit developmental theories (Russell & Russell, 1992) . To be sure, more research is needed to understand how what mothers and children bring to the context of reminiscing influences the patterns of interaction observed.
Further cautions must be raised about generalizing these findings beyond a White, middle-class, highly educated population. Moreover, even though mothers may reminisce with their different children similarly, siblings within the same family are different in myriad ways that may have an impact on how they experience the same environment (Rowe & Plomin, 1981; Scarr & Grajek, 1982; see J. Dunn & Plomin, 1990 , for an overview). But, notwithstanding these limitations, the data presented here can illuminate current conceptualizations of the development of autobiographical memory in families. At one level, by structuring conversations about the past with different children in the family in similar ways, mothers seem lo provide a consistent model to their different children about how lo organize their memories of events. These conversations are joint constructions, with mothers' and children's talk mutually interrelated. But it is becoming clear that particular aspects of maternal reminiscing style are at least partly independent of the child's linguistic and memory skills for participating in the task. Several theorists and researchers (e.g., Fivush et al., 1996; Olsen-Ftilero, 1982; Smolak & Weinraub, 1983) have argued that maternal styles may reflect underlying views of the functions and the values of particular types of interactions with children.
Sharing past experiences with others is an important part of creating shared histories and interpersonal bonds (see Nelson, 1996 , for full discussions). Thus, the ways in which mothers engage children in this task may be quite broadly based on their views of reminiscing as a valuable social context for defining, redefining, and negotiating their past and present relationships with their children. Connecting this work with previous longitudinal findings, because researchers have found that mothers are consistent in the ways they structure conversations about the past with their different children, it seems unlikely that mothers' behaviors in this context contribute to differences between siblings in their autobiographical memory skills. Rather, these results strongly suggest that different children growing up in the same family are receiving very similar messages about the forms and the values of sharing past experiences with others.
